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a $200 million business. Julie represents the
great enterprising spirit of America. And she
is using her success to help others—pro-
ducing child safety videos with John Walsh
of the National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children. Julie says of her new
project: “T believe it is the most important
thing I have ever done. I believe that chil-
dren have the right to live in a world that
is safe.” And so tonight we are pleased to
welcome this talented business entrepreneur
and generous social entrepreneur, Julie
Aigner-Clark.

Three weeks ago, Wesley Autrey was wait-
ing at a Harlem subway station with his two
little girls when he saw a man fall into the
path of a train. With seconds to act, Wesley
jumped onto the tracks, pulled the man into
the space between the rails, and held him
as the train passed right above their heads.
He insists he’s not a hero. He says: “We got
guys and girls overseas dying for us to have
our freedoms. We have got to show each
other some love.” There is something won-
derful about a country that produces a brave
and humble man like Wesley Autrey.

Tommy Rieman was a teenager pumping
gas in Independence, Kentucky, when he en-
listed in the United States Army. In Decem-
ber 2003, he was on a reconnaissance mission
in Iraq when his team came under heavy
enemy fire. From his Humvee, Sergeant
Rieman returned fire. He used his body as
a shield to protect his gunner. He was shot
in the chest and arm and received shrapnel
wounds to his legs, yet he refused medical
attention and stayed in the fight. He helped
to repel a second attack, firing grenades at
the enemy’s position. For his exceptional
courage, Sergeant Rieman was awarded the
Silver Star. And like so many other Ameri-
cans who have volunteered to defend us, he
has earned the respect and the gratitude of
our entire country.

In such courage and compassion, ladies
and gentlemen, we see the spirit and char-
acter of America. And these qualities are not
in short supply. This is a decent and honor-
able country—and resilient too. We've been
through a lot together. We've met challenges
and faced dangers, and we know that more
lie ahead. Yet we can go forward with con-
fidence, because the State of our Union is

strong, our cause in the world is right, and
tonight that cause goes on. God bless.

See you next year. Thank you for your
prayers.

NotE: The President spoke at 9:13 p.m. in the
House Chamber of the Capitol. In his address,
he referred to John Thompson, Jr., former
Georgetown University head men’s basketball
coach. The Office of the Press Secretary also re-
leased a Spanish language transcript of this ad-
dress.

Remarks on Energy in Wilmington,
Delaware

January 24, 2007

Thank you all. Please be seated. Thanks
for coming. Thanks for such a warm welcome
here in Delaware. I thank you—for those of
you who stayed up for the speech last night,
thanks. [Laughter] If you're 60 and over, it’s
a little late to stay up, I understand. But it’s
exciting always to go in front of the Congress.
And I appreciate the good Senator, Tom Car-
per, for joining us, and thanks for bringing
along Martha, a DuPont alumna, by the way.

And T want to thank Congressman Mike
Castle as well, for joining me here in Dela-
ware. And thanks for paying attention last
night. [Laughter] I asked Castle if he stayed
awake for the whole thing, and he said,
“Well, just the first 55 minutes.” And I said,
“Well”—[laughter].

I'm excited to be here to talk about what
I talked—part of what I talked about last
night. And I can’t think of a better place to
talk about innovation, technology change,
and a better tomorrow than DuPont. The his-
tory of this company—l[applause]. 1 thank
Chad Holliday for inviting me here and intro-
ducing me to some of your fellow workers
who are really putting this country on the
leading edge of technological change. And
I want to spend a little time talking about
this energy initiative.

But first I want to thank all the good folks
at DuPont for really leading with your brains.
And as the Secretary of Energy, Sam
Bodman, told me coming in—he said, when
he was a—see, he’s, like, a graduate from
MIT, which—so he’s a smart guy, and I'm
the President. But anyway—/[laughter]—it’s
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the way it works sometimes, you know. He
said, when he went to MIT, they looked at
DuPont as a case study on how to make sure
science and practical applications came to-
gether. And that’s what I saw today—I'm
going to spend—as I said, I'm going to spend
a little time talking about. And so I want to
thank—Chad, thank you and the team for
inviting me and all the good employees for
taking time to come and visit.

I want to thank the Governor. Madam
Governor, thank you for coming. I appreciate
Governor Minner for joining us. Being a
Governor is a great job, and I kind of know
what I'm talking about. [Laughter] And 1
know you agree with me. I know Carper
agrees with me, and I know Castle agrees
with me as well. [Laughter] And I know Pete
du Pont agrees with me, and I'm proud that
former Governor Pete du Pont has joined us
here today as well. So thank you current Gov-
ernor and former Governor for joining us.

Speaker, thanks for being here. I'm proud
to see you again. Charlie Copeland, thank
you for coming as well. For the statehouse
folks, I appreciate you serving. For local gov-
ernment, thanks as well.

I'm here to talk about an interesting op-
portunity for our country. I made the case
last night to the American people that we
have got to do something about our depend-
ence on oil—for two reasons: One, depend-
ence on oil provides an economic and na-
tional security risk, a problem that this coun-
try better start dealing with in a serious fash-
ion now, before it becomes acute. And sec-
ond, we've got to be wise stewards of the
environment, and dependency on oil makes
it harder to be wise stewards of the environ-
ment.

And what’s interesting about the debate
is, it’s the confluence of national security and
economic security concerns and environ-
mental concerns that come together and can
be solved at the same time by technologies.
It's really what's begun to evolve here in
America. In other words, we can get beyond
the post-Kyoto—the pre-Kyoto era with a
post-Kyoto strategy, the center of which is
new technologies.

Now I said last night—and I want to spend
a little time talking about it—that the Amer-
ican people have got to understand that when

youre dependent on oil, particularly from
overseas, if demand goes up for the product
in other countries relative to supply, the price
of product is going to go up here. We're in
a global economy. And so when the Chinese
economy grows or the Indian economy
grows—which we want it to do, by the way—
when their economy grows, it provides mar-
kets for your products. So it’s in our interests
that we trade. But we've got to understand
that when the globe becomes interconnected
economically, the demand increases in other
countries can cause the price of oil to go up
here, and it has an economic effect on our
own economy. The more dependent we are
on oil from overseas, the more likely it is
somebody else’s demand is going to affect
what you pay at the pump for gasoline.

Secondly, if you're dependent on oil over-
seas, it means that—and a hostile regime, a
regime hostile to the United States produces
that oil—you become vulnerable to the activ-
ity of a hostile regime. In other words, some-
body doesn’t like us; they produce the oil;
they decide to do something about it; they
can affect us. That's—when I talk about the
national security risks, that's what I mean.
In other words, you don’t want your Presi-
dent sitting in the Oval Office worried about
the activities of a hostile regime that could
have all kinds of impacts on our security,
starting with economic security.

Dependence on oil, as well, means that
if a terrorist were able to destroy infrastruc-
ture somewhere else in the world, it’s going
to affect what you pay for at the gasoline
pump. In other words, as we learned, the
terrorists attacked us in brutal ways; they at-
tacked us by flying airplanes into our build-
ings. But we're also vulnerable to attacks
through infrastructure around the world that
could cause your price, the price you pay,
to go up.

And so we've got to do something about
it. In other words, Government has got to
be more than just talkers; we got to be prob-
lem-solvers. That's what the American peo-
ple expect us to do. That's why I said last
night, it doesn’t matter what side of the aisle
we sit on; what the American people expect
is for people on both sides of the aisle to
come together and solve problems. And this
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is a problem, and I'm going to work with
Congress to get it solved.

Now, the good news is, is that we’re on
the verge of some unbelievable technological
breakthroughs. At this company you've got
2,500 scientists; some of the smartest people
in our country work here, all trying to de-
velop new technologies. This isn’t anything
new for DuPont, by the way. This is like what
you've been doing for a long time—but trying
to develop new technologies to help us solve
this problem. And that’s why I've come here.
You're employing the best minds possible to
address the problem of economic and na-
tional security and environmental issues, be-
cause we're dependent on oil. And the Amer-
ican people have got to know that you're
making progress.

As an aside, when I talked about the immi-
gration bill last night, I also want you to
know, I understand that we need to make
sure that when a smart person from overseas
wants to come and work in DuPont, it’s in
our interests to allow him or her to do so.
We've got to expand what’s called H1B visas.
I know the Senator and the Congressman un-
derstand that. I'm looking forward to working
with Congress to do just that. It makes no
sense, by the way—I know, I'm getting off
topic here—[laughter]—but I feel strongly
about what I'm telling you. It makes no sense
to say to a young scientist from India, “You
can’t come to America to help this company
develop technologies that help us deal with
our problems.” So we've got to change that
as well, change that mindset in Washington,
DC. I know we can work together on that.

So we're spending a lot of money, by the
way—your money—on developing—on help-
ing to develop new technologies. I think it’s
an appropriate use of taxpayers’ money, to
spend on developing new technologies to
help us deal with problems that affect today
and the future for your children. We spent
about 10 billion so far on the technologies
that are—I think are going to help change
America and our habits. And we're going to
spend more.

Part of my request to Congress is going
to be—we want to put $2.7 billion of your
money to help concerns and smart people
develop new ways of powering our homes
and powering our automobiles. And we’re

making some progress. Let me just share a
couple of things that we're doing. One, we're
spending a lot of your money on clean coal
technology. The reason why is, we've got a
lot of coal. If you want to be less dependent
on oil from overseas—and by the way, we
import about 60 percent of our oil today. In
1985, that was 27 percent of our oil. So we're
becoming exponentially more dependent.

And we’ve got a lot of coal. And the funda-
mental question is, can we burn that coal to
heat your homes in a way that doesn’t endan-
ger the environment? And so we’re spending
a lot of money to do that. It’s called clean
coal technology. We're spending billions.
The dream one day is for us to be able to
say, here’s a coal-fired plant that has zero
emissions. And it’s possible. It’s likely, as a
matter of fact. And so we’re spending time—
money doing that.

We're also spending money on wind and
solar. As a matter of fact, I saw your solar
panel expert. And we spent a little time on—
here’s the dream: The dream is, someday,
the technology will be such that you'll be
your house will become a little power gener-
ator. And if you use—if you got excess elec-
tricity generated by solar, you'll be able to
feed it back into your grid. Is that possible?
Yes, it’s possible. As a matter of fact, the ad-
vance in solar technology has been quite dra-
matic. There’s more advance still to be done,
which requires your money being spent to
help concerns—develop new solar energy.

We got a lot of wind—particularly in
Washington. [Laughter] That’s what Castle
was saying last night after 55 minutes.
[Laughter] Wind energy is an interesting al-
ternative.

I strongly believe that if we're that inter-
ested in greenhouse gases and renewable
fuels, this country has got to be aggressive
about establishing a safe nuclear power. If
that is—one of our objectives is to be serious
about dealing with the environment, there’s
no cleaner source of energy than nuclear
power. And so were spending money and
research to make sure that the next genera-
tion powerplant is safe. But also, we're
spending money, interestingly enough, on
how to process spent fuels better. And be-
lieve it or not, actually, we’re beginning to
permit nuclear powerplants here in America.
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And that’s going to be good for your children.
It’s going to make us less dependent on nat-
ural gas from overseas, and it’s going to make
us better stewards of the environment.

But the big gains to be made is—for oil,
if we're trying to become less dependent on
oil for economic and national security rea-
sons, is going to be made in our automobiles
and the power we use in our automobiles.
That’s really where we're going to make sig-
nificant strides.

Just a couple of things that are happening
that are interesting: One, we began a hydro-
gen initiative that—where a lot of smart folks
are beginning to research whether or not we
can power automobiles by hydrogen. We
think it’s possible. But it’s not going to be
possible until I'm 75, which is probably 15
years from now. Your children may very well
likely be driving in automobiles powered by
hydrogen—the waste product which is water,
by the way. But something has got to happen
in the interim. I mean, we can’t wait, for eco-
nomic reasons or national security reasons,
for hydrogen to kick in. In other words, it’s
still a dream.

And so we're pushing two interesting types
of technologies: one, battery technologies—
lithium ionic batteries. For all you history
majors out there, let me put it to you this
way—/laughter]—one of these days, you're
going to plug your car into your garage, and
you're going to be able to drive the first 20
miles on electricity, and your car is not going
to have to look like a golf cart. [Laughter]
And that technology is coming. And we're
spending money to encourage that kind of
technology.

American automobile companies, as well
as foreign automobile companies competing
for market share here in the United States,
understand that’s where the consumer men-
tality is evolving. And they’re beginning to
spend their own money, as well as help from
the Federal Government, to develop new
batteries. It's going to be an exciting time,
really, when you think about it, when you’re
able to drive the first 20 miles in a plug-
in hybrid vehicle without one drop of gaso-
line, which makes the country less dependent
on oil.

Secondly, we're spending a lot of money
on different kinds of fuels—ethanol. I don’t

know if you know, but we’re now up to about
a little over 5 billion gallons a year of ethanol
usage. That’s a threefold increase in 5 years’
time. But what’s interesting about techno-
logical advances, as you know better than me,
is that as technology becomes more widely
used and the markets begin to evolve, that
kind of usage is going to accelerate quite dra-
matically. So the first 5 years may be rel-
atively slow, but the next 5 years is going
to be quite dramatic in the amount of ethanol
produced.

However, there is a constraint, and that
is, the ethanol use today comes from corn,
and we've got hog growers and chicken grow-
ers that need corn to feed their animals. And
therefore, it's going to be kind of a strain,
at some point in time, on the capacity for
us to have enough ethanol to be able to make
us less dependent on oil. So what youre
doing at DuPont becomes vital, and that is
cellulosic research.

And we spent time with some of your sci-
entists that are very bright people—and not
only bright people but optimistic people—
about the arrival of the day where we're
going to be able to make ethanol, which will
power your automobiles, not just from corn
but from wood chips or switch grass or waste
from corn itself, from the stalks. There’s all
kinds of opportunities to make energy to
power your automobiles from that which had
been discarded as waste in the past. And
right here at DuPont, you're on the leading
edge of change.

I came wondering whether or not cel-
lulosic ethanol was one of these things down
the road that may be happening, may not,
could end up being science or science fiction.
It's going to be science. It's working. As a
matter of fact, when I looked at those sci-
entists that you employ here and heard them
say, “This is a reality. Mr. President, this is
going to be something that we can live by"—
really, I got to tell you, I'm incredibly encour-
aged by what I saw. And you need to be too.
And we need to be thankful as a nation for
companies like DuPont who are spending
shareholders’ money to make sure this coun-
try becomes less dependent on oil and better
stewards of the environment.
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As T said, I do believe, strongly believe,
there’s a role for Government—one, spend-
ing money directly. I mentioned 2.7 billion
for our "08 request from Congress—monies
which, by the way, get joint-ventured with
initiatives, for example, that take place here
in DuPont.

Secondly, T strongly believe that—and by
the way, in the farm bill, request in the farm
bill, we're going to put 1.6 billion over 10
years to continue this kind of research as
well. But I also strongly believe in the re-
search and development tax credit. I believe
Tax Code should provide incentives. And one
incentive that makes a lot of sense for this
country is to incent you to continue to invest
your money on research and development.
And Congress really needs to make the re-
search and development tax credit perma-
nent. See, it lays out for a year, so it's good
for next year and—[applause]. The reason I
say that, there’s got to be certainty in plan-
ning. I mean, your financial people are sitting
around saying, “Well, I wonder if theyre
going to renew it next year?”’—which actually
does affect investment around the country.
And so to the extent that we can make this
a permanent part of the Tax Code, it will
add certainty to planners, and when you have
certainty in planners, it means it's more likely
we're going to get better research and more
money into the experiments that these good
scientists are doing here at DuPont.

And so last night, based upon what I just
told you—based upon optimism, new
science, progress that we have made—I an-
nounced a goal for the country, which is to
reduce gasoline consumption by 20 percent
over the next 10 years. If we are—when we
do that, it will mean that we have reduced
the amount of imported oil from the Middle
East—or the equivalent of the imported oil
from the Middle East by about three-quar-
ters. And that’s important. It’s really going
to be important for your children that this
country has become able to—be able to say
to the hostile regime, “Leave us alone. You
can’t affect us. We'll protect ourselves in all
kinds of ways from you.”

And so I put out a mandatory fuel stand-
ard. This is a Government mandate that says
we’ll be using 35 billion gallons of alternative
fuels by 2017. This is a firm statement. You

know, I signed an energy bill that had renew-
able fuel standards of seven billion gallons.
And so this is five times larger than that. I
base it on—and this is a practical declara-
tion—and I base it on the fact of how much
we've increased ethanol, but I've also based
it on the fact that we’re going to have break-
throughs in cellulosic ethanol as well.

And to couple that, in order to make sure
that we're 20 percent less dependent in 10
years, I also proposed to Congress that we
change the fuel efficiency standards in our
automobiles. Something that the American
people don’t know about is that during my
administration, we changed the CAFE stand-
ard for trucks. And basically, we said, we're
going to take the weight of each type of truck
and set a fuel standard specific to weight.
It’s a little hard to explain, except for it has
achieved a lot of conservation efficiencies.
We need to do the same thing for cars.

If you have an overall fleet CAFE stand-
ard, what ends up happening is, is that the
bigger cars have lower gas mileages than they
could otherwise and the little cars have high
gas mileages, which reduces the safety in the
automobiles. And so we believe that if you
make—set CAFE standards based upon
weight, it will help meet consumer demand
and makes better science. As a matter of fact,
this is an idea we got from the National Acad-
emy of Science.

And so Congress, I'm hopeful, recognizes
the great potential in new technologies, that
we're able to have a new mandatory fuel
standard and new CAFE standards for our
automobiles, all aiming to make us less de-
pendent on oil, and thereby, making us more
secure nationally and be able to say we're
better stewards of the environment.

I said two things last night I want to follow
up on. One, I don’t know if you know this,
but technology for the exploration for hydro-
carbons is unbelievably advanced these days.
And I'm confident that—I know we’re going
to need, if we want to be less dependent on
foreign oil, we need to be exploring here at
home. I mean, there’s some unbelievably
great deep water gas potential in the Gulf
of Mexico, for example, and we can explore
for those hydrocarbons in environmentally
friendly ways. And we need to continue to
do so. In other words, it’s going to take awhile
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to get to a world where we’re much less de-
pendent on foreign oil, and we need to be
exploring in environmentally friendly ways,
and we can.

And if a terrorist threat—if terrorism is a
threat to the supply of—our energy supply,
then I believe it makes sense to address that
terrorist threat by doubling the size of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve, so that, rather
than 750 million gallons of crude oil in stor-
age in case there’s a disruption based upon
a terrorist threat, there’s a billion-five. In
other words, if we're saying dependence on
oil creates a terrorist threat, let’'s do some-
thing about it now. Let’s say that if the threat
does come, there’s enough crude oil in stor-
age to be able to deal with the short-term
economic consequences of an attack.

And so that’s why I said what I said the
other night. It’s really a comprehensive plan.
I hope I can leave you with the impression
that—a couple of things: One, an approach
to energy security that’s aggressive also is a
good approach to environmental quality; and
secondly, that such an approach requires a
multiplicity of research projects. In other
words, it’s not going to be one cure to de-
pendence on oil; it's going to be a variety
of new technologies that are coming forth
to do so.

Today I signed an Executive order that
says we're going to commit the Government
to the following things: That we’re going to
purchase more hybrid and flexible-fuel vehi-
cles that run on ethanol—because we own
a lot of cars, and therefore, it’s one thing to
say, this is the goal; it’s another thing to actu-
ally participate in achieving that goal, and
that’s what we’re going to do.

Secondly, we're going to purchase plug-
in hybrid vehicles as soon as they hit the mar-
ket. I think that will give some surety to those
who have invested in new technologies, to
know that the Federal Government is going
to be a purchaser, when commercially avail-
able. In other words, we’re not going to waste
your taxpayers’ money, but we’re going to
participate in a new market. I don’t think you
want us buying above market. I think you
want us to be wise about how we spend it.
[Laughter]

We're going to purchase—increase our
purchases of renewable power from new

sources. We're going to reduce the gas con-
sumption of the Federal fleet by 20 percent
over 10 years. We're going to be joining with
America. We set the goal; it doesn’t make
much sense for the Federal Government to
set the goal and then not participate, and we
will. And so the Executive order commits this
Government to doing what I know is going

to happen.

I love being around entrepreneurs and
people that dream big dreams. And today I
understand some are out there scratching
their heads, saying, “You expect me to be-
lieve, President, that I'm going to be driving
a car, the fuel from which has been derived
from switch grass?” And my answer is, “Yes,
I do.” That's what I believe. You know why
I feel that way? Because the people here at
DuPont feel that way. The people here at
DuPont have always dreamed big dreams.
And if you look at the history, they have fol-
lowed through. There have been unbeliev-
able new technologies that have come from
the minds of the folks who work here.

And the same thing is happening in en-
ergy. It's coming. It’s coming. And the role
of the Federal Government is to set high
goals—and in this case, mandatory fuel
standards—to say, we're dedicated, com-
mitted, and we're going to achieve the goal.
And that way, when it’s all said and done,
when we've done our duty to serving the
American people, we can look back and say
to this next generation, we tried to leave you
a little better world.

And so I want to thank you for giving me
a chance to come and talk about that better
world. It's on the way. And I'm excited to
be a part of it, and I know you are as well.
God bless.

NotE: The President spoke at 11:01 a.m. in the
DuPont Theater at the Hotel du Pont. In his re-
marks, he referred to Charles O. “Chad” Holliday,
Jr., chairman of the board and chief executive offi-
cer, DuPont; Terry R. Spence, speaker, Delaware
State House of Representatives; and Charles L.
Copeland, minority leader, Delaware State Sen-
ate.
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Executive Order 13423—
Strengthening Federal
Environmental, Energy, and
Transportation Management
January 24, 2007

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America, and to strengthen
the environmental, energy, and transpor-
tation management of Federal agencies, it is
hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. Policy. 1t is the policy of the
United States that Federal agencies conduct
their environmental, transportation, and en-
ergy-related activities under the law in sup-
port of their respective missions in an envi-
ronmentally, economically and fiscally sound,
integrated, continuously improving, efficient,
and sustainable manner.

Sec. 2. Goals for Agencies. In imple-
menting the policy set forth in section 1 of
this order, the head of each agency shall:

(a) improve energy efficiency and reduce
greenhouse gas emissions of the agency,
through reduction of energy intensity by (i)
3 percent annually through the end of fiscal
year 2015, or (ii) 30 percent by the end of
fiscal year 2015, relative to the baseline of
the agency’s energy use in fiscal year 2003;

(b) ensure that (i) at least half of the statu-
torily required renewable energy consumed
by the agency in a fiscal year comes from
new renewable sources, and (ii) to the extent
feasible, the agency implements renewable
energy generation projects on agency prop-
erty for agency use;

(c) beginning in FY 2008, reduce water
consumption intensity, relative to the base-
line of the agency’s water consumption in fis-
cal year 2007, through life-cycle cost-effec-
tive measures by 2 percent annually through
the end of fiscal year 2015 or 16 percent by
the end of fiscal year 2015;

(d) require in agency acquisitions of goods
and services (i) use of sustainable environ-
mental practices, including acquisition of
biobased, environmentally preferable, en-
ergy-efficient, water-efficient, and recycled-
content products, and (ii) use of paper of at
least 30 percent post-consumer fiber content;

(e) ensure that the agency (i) reduces the
quantity of toxic and hazardous chemicals

and materials acquired, used, or disposed of
by the agency, (ii) increases diversion of solid
waste as appropriate, and (iii) maintains cost-
effective waste prevention and recycling pro-
grams in its facilities;

(f) ensure that (i) new construction and
major renovation of agency buildings comply
with the Guiding Principles for Federal
Leadership in High Performance and Sus-
tainable Buildings set forth in the Federal
Leadership in High Performance and Sus-
tainable Buildings Memorandum of Under-
standing (2006), and (ii) 15 percent of the
existing Federal capital asset building inven-
tory of the agency as of the end of fiscal year
2015 incorporates the sustainable practices
in the Guiding Principles;

(g) ensure that, if the agency operates a
fleet of at least 20 motor vehicles, the agency,
relative to agency baselines for fiscal year
2005, (i) reduces the fleet’s total consump-
tion of petroleum products by 2 percent an-
nually through the end of fiscal year 2015,
(ii) increases the total fuel consumption that
is non-petroleum-based by 10 percent annu-
ally, and (iii) uses plug-in hybrid (PIH) vehi-
cles when PIH vehicles are commercially
available at a cost reasonably comparable, on
the basis of life-cycle cost, to non-PIH vehi-
cles; and

(h) ensure that the agency (i) when acquir-
ing an electronic product to meet its require-
ments, meets at least 95 percent of those re-
quirements with an Electronic Product Envi-
ronmental Assessment Tool (EPEAT)-reg-
istered electronic product, unless there is no
EPEAT standard for such product, (ii) en-
ables the Energy Star feature on agency com-
puters and monitors, (iii) establishes and im-
plements policies to extend the useful life of
agency electronic equipment, and (iv) uses
environmentally sound practices with respect
to disposition of agency electronic equipment
that has reached the end of its useful life.

Sec. 3. Duties of Heads of Agencies. In
implementing the policy set forth in section
1 of this order, the head of each agency shall:

(a) implement within the agency sustain-
able practices for (i) energy efficiency, green-
house gas emissions avoidance or reduction,
and petroleum products use reduction, (ii)
renewable energy, including bioenergy, (iii)



